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Who  is  doing  the  laundry?    Mother  or  one  of  the  girls,  ja,- -n-rreri " ' hrl n nf ' ■ 
a  v/oman  mrho  takes  it  home,   or  the  puhlic  laundry?    This  was  the  question 
the  Bureau  of  Home  Economics  of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  • 
put  to  groups  of  women  in  the  swiner  of  1927.    Eight  hundred  and  tvi'enty-two 
women  reported  how  their  family  laundry  vv^as  being  done,   and  163  sf^lf- 
supporting  women  described  what  w'as  done  with  theirs.     The  repli^^s  w°re 
analyzed  separately  for  families  living  on  farms  and  in  ■communities  of  under 
5,000  in  population,   5,000  to  25,000,   25,000  to  100,000,   and  100,000  and 
over .  .  •  . 

Apparently  som.ebody  in  the  family  has  to  work  harder  in  the  smaller 
towns  than  in  the  larger.     For  as  the  size  of  place  of  residence  grows  the 
proportion  of  families  who  reported  the  laundry  done  by  a  mem^ber  of  the 
family  decreases  j  wirile  tlie  percentage  reporting'  laundering  by  a  paid  worker 
in  the  home  and  by  a  public  la-'un.dry  increases.     It  is  interesting  to  note 
the  domestic  labor  situation.     For  while  the  nuinber  ci  families  that  employ 
a  paid  v/orker  to  do  the  laundry  outside  the  home  increases  markedly  from  the 
farm  to  the  small  tovm  and  tiien  slightly  for  towns  up  to  25,000,   it  decreases 
in  cities  of  larger  size.     Docs  this  mean  that  the  public  larjidry  in  these 
larger  places  is  more  satisfactory  than  in  small  tovvn.s,   or  chat  it  is  easier 
to  employ  a  maid  to  work , in  the  home,   or  that  the  distances  make  it  difficult 
for  a  laundress  to  do  the  work  outside?     Or  is  it  a  combination  of  all  tiiese 
factors? 

It  is  quite  apparent  from  this  st.udy  that  in  the  majority  of  families 

in  all  communities  a  member  of  the  family  did  the  laundering  of  the  family 
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clothing  at  home.     The  same  is  true  in  the  case  of  household  articles  except 
in  citi<^s  of  over  100,000  where  a,  larger  proportion  of  families  reported 
household  articles  done  by  the  public  laundry  than  by  any  ctJier  type  of 
service. 

Where  laundry  is  done  by  a  member  of  the  family,  a  higher  proportion 
of  families  reported  la^undering  of  v/omen' s  hosiery  and  underwep.r  and  of  men' 
hose  than  of  other  items  of  clothing,-,   and  of  ta,blecloths  and  napkina  than  of 
sheets,  pillowcases,   or  tov/els. 

The  material  used  in  wearing  apparel  has  an  influence  on  the  type  of 
laundry  service  used.     Silk  and  rayon  ge.rments  were  more  often  laundered  by 
a  member  of  the  family  than  were  cotton  garments.     'The  reverse  is  true  in 
the  case  of  other  types  of  laundry  service,     a  larger  proportion  of  fam.ilies 
reported  laundering  cotton  garments  by  the  paid  worker  either  in  or  outside 
of  the  home  and  by  the  public  laundry  than  reported  la^>indering  silk  or  rayon 
garments  by  these  types  of  services. 

In  regard  to  houseiiold  articles,   a  very  much  larger  percentage  of  fami- 
lies la^undered  linen  or  "best"  tablecloths  and  na^pkins  tiiemselves  than  used 
any  other  service,  while  most  of  the  families  sent  their  cotton  tablecloths 
and  napkins  to  tlie  public  lamidry.     There  was  little  difference  in  the  case 
of  these  articles  between  the  use  of  the  paid  worker  in  and  out  of  the  home. 

Does  size  of  income  have  any  influence  on  the  type  of  laundry  service 

used  by  a  family?     In  going  over  this  Question  farm  families  were  not 

included,  as  their  income  to  be  comparable  witii  the  m^oney  income  of  city 

families  snould  include  an  evaluation  of  the  products  produced  on  the  farm 

and  used  b.y  the  family  and  also  of  the  rental  value  of  the  farm'iouse,  and 

this  could  not  be  done  in  the  present  study.     Of  the  4G3  families  reporting- 

income,   197  had  a  family  incoiae  oi  under  ./S^OOO;  147,   an  incom^e  of 
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^3,000  to  $5,000;  90^  an  income  bf  4|>5,0O0  to  $10,000;  and  29,  an  inccme  of 
■■:Jia>jX)0'  anfL  over.        '   .■   -^-.-t^v?".     ■•  -  ■ 

For  most  . art icles  there  seems  to  be'a  very  definite  connection  betwe'^n 
the  size  of  the  family  income  and  the  type  of  laundry  service  used.     In  the 
case  of  all  articles  of  clothin.^  and  of  all- household' articles ,  as  the 
income  increased  the  proportion  af  families  reporting  launderirxg  by  a  member 
of  the  family  decreased  markedly;  while,  except  in  the  case  of  shirts  and 
collars  in  the  largest  income  group,  the  proportion  of  families  reporting 
laundering  hy  a  paid  worker  in  the  home  increased.     The  use  of  the  public 
also  increased  with  increase,  in  size  .of  income -'in ''the  case  of  all  items 
except  women's  hosiery.    The  influence  of  size  'of  income  on  the  employment 
of  the  paid  worker  outside  the  home  v/as  less  marked,  but  in  the  case  of 
clothing  and  of  some  household  articles  there  was  a  tendency  for  it  to 
increase  with  increased. income ,  .  •      ■      '  ' 

A  larger  proportion,  .of  families  with  incomes  of  less  than  iJSjOOO  had 
their  clothing  and  household  articles  laundered  by  a  paid  Vvork^r  outside  the 
home  than  had  them  done  by  a  paid  worker  in'  the  home,  v/hile  the  reverse  was 
true  in  families  with  incomes  of  more  than ' 3'3, 000 ,     This  is  of  course  what  one 
would  expect,  as  the  paid  worker  in  the  home  v/as  no  doubt  als^  doing  other 
types  of  housevi/ork  for  these  families. 

In  the  ;';roup  as  a  whole  a  member  of  the  family  is  the  luiportant  factor 
in  laundry  service.     In  the  case  of  the  various  items  of  clothin^i,  from 
44  to  85  per  cent  of  the  families  in  the  income  groups  under  .^5,000  reported 
laundering  by  a  member  of  the  family.     Even  in  families  with  incomes  of 
between  $5,000  and  ^10,0:-0  the  largest  proportion  of  families  reported  l-niuider 
ing  of  women's  and  girls'  dres.^es, ,  underwear ,  an:  hosiery,  and  men's  and  boys' 


-  4  ,:- ; 

iios^,  by  a  mQmbe-T  Of  the  family-.    ;Tai&,  ,Vi[as  ,,aisO  the  case  for  women' b  ■'xA 
girls'  hosiery  and  underwear  in  families  v/ith  incomes  of  ov^r  -,^10,000. 
In  the  higb.^st  income  group  the  largest  proportion  of  families  had  vi'omon' s 
and  girls'   ac:.r.dker chiefs  and  dresses,   and  men's  and  hoys'  uaaerv/ear,  hose, 
and  handkerchiefs,   la-'indered  hy  a  paid  worker  in  the  home-',  and  shirts  and 
collars  hy  a  puhlic  laundry.     This  might  indicate  the  articles,  which  women  . 
feel  are  not  as  yet  so  satisfactorily  done  hy  the  public  laundry.  . 

In  the  case  of  household  articles,   in  over  half  .of  the  fam.ilies,  with 
incom,es  of  under  ,^3,000  a  member  of  the  family  laundered  th<=  pillowca,ses , 
sheets,   tablecloths,  napkins,,  and  towels.     O;;.  the  other  iiand,   in  families 
with  incomes  of  over  'Jo,  uw.O,   sheets,  pillov/case.s ,  and  towels,   and  in 
those  with  incomes  .of  over  al so  tabled oths  and  nankins,  were  sent, 

to  the  publ.ic  Xa-'indry  by  a  larger  percen^tage  of  families  tha.n  used  any 
other  type  of  laundry  service.  .  . 

On  thQ  whole,   then,   laundering'  by  a  member  of  the  family  is  still 
predominately  the  service  used  by  the  womion  .answering  th'^:^  question,  "\7hat 
type  wf  laundry  serv.ice  do  you  use?."    But  as  the  size  of  the  community  in- 
cr  ease  s,  and  as  the  income  increases,   other  types,   especially  the  public 
laundry,   are  substituted,  to  a  growing  extent  for  the  meLiber  of  the  family. 

Nov/  v/hat  about  the  independent  self-supporting  woman?    V/hcit  type  of 
laundry  service  i.s  she  using?    As  in  the  case  of  families,  a  larger,  percent- 
age of  independent  women  in  each  of  the  live  residence  groups  reported 
la,undering  most  articles  of  clothing  themselves  tnan  reported  using  any  other 
type  of  service.     In  regard  to  household  articles  this  v;as  also  true  of 
the  majority  of  sing'le  women  liviiig  on  farms.     In  vill-aj^ses  of  under  5,0CC 
in  population,  however,  household  articles  \uere  usuaj-ly  laundered  by  a  paid 
worker  outside  the  home  or  by  the  public  laundry,   and  in  places  of  5,000 

a.nd  over  were  generally  sent  to  the  public  lp.undry. 
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Size  of  place  of  residence  does  not  have  as  much  effect  upon  the  laimdry 
services  used  by  the  self-supporting  woman  as  it  nas  on  families  so  far  as 
clothing  is  concerned,  except  in  the  case  of  tne  paid  v/orker  in  the  home. 
As  the  residence  groups  increase  in  size  of  population,   it  was  found  that 
more  of  these  vromen  employed  a  maid  in  the  home  to  launder  their  clothing. 
In  the  case  of  household  articles,   the  proportion  reporting  la'OJidering  by 
themselves  or  by  a  member  of  the  family  was  largest  in  the  farm  group,  and 
decreased  steadily  with  each  larger  residence  group.     Tie  number  employing 
a  paid  worker  in  the  home,  and  the  number  that  used  the  public  laundry  in- 
creased,  in  general,   as  size  of  residence  increased.     In  some  of  the  smaller 
places,  however,  none  of  tbese  independent  v/omen  reported  employine,'  a 
laundress  or  maid  to  do  laundry  work  in  the  home.     The  use  of  a  paid  worker 
outside  of  tne  home  incre.ased  decidedly  from  the  farm  to  the  smaller  tovms, 
but  decreased  in  the  larger  comi.mnit  ies . 

Again,  there  is  a  similarity  betv/eenthe  single  woman  arid  tlie  family  in 
regard  to  launderin^^  of  the  various  articles.    Where  the  independent  women 
did  the  laundry  themselves  a  higher  proportion  reported  la-ondering  of  hosiery 
than  of  any  other  article  of  clothing,  and  of  tablecloths  and  r^apkins  than 
of  sheets,  pillowcases,  or  towels.    Also  a  larger  proportion  laundered  silk 
or  rayon  garments  tiiemselves  than  laiiLndered  those  of  cotton.     Only  a  very 
few  reported  the  la-ujadering  of  silk  or  rayon  garments  in  any  other  way. 
Cotton  dresses  and  underwear,  however,  were  gene:.ally  done  by  a  paid  worker 
outside  the  home  or  by  the  public  laundry. 

If  the  self-supporting"  wom.en  livirig  elsewhere  than  on  farms  are  grouped 

according  to  incomes  of  under  ,p3,000  and  of  over  :^L%000,  the  type  of  laundry 

service  used  is  loimd  to  differ  in  the  two  groups.     In  t'le  case  of  articles 

of  clothing,  women  v/ith  incomes  of  over  53,000  use  the  paid  worker  in  the 
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home  more  and  the  other  three  types  of  service  less  than  those  with  incomes 
01  under  For  lionsenold  articles  a  larger  .oroport ion  oi  women  with 

incomes  of  ,.>:^,000  and  over  reported  laundering  of  tablecloths  and  napkins 
Idj  a  paid  worker  outside  tlie  home  and  sheets,   nillowcases,   and  towels  by  a 
piiblic  laundry,  tnan  was  reported  by  those  with  incomes  of  less  than  ;|p3,0J0. 

;■       In.  each  income  ;^;roup  a  hi^'her  percenta^^'e  reported  laundering  their 
clothini^j^  themselves  or  by  a  member  ci  the  family  than  reported  the  use  of 
any  other  type  of  laundry  service..     Over  half  of  tjiese  v/o:rian  launder  their 
underwear  and  hosiery,  end  those  with  less   fciian  53,'-/OC.'  incoiiies  about  half 
launder  their  dresses  and  h:.;.ndhorcnief s  themselves.     It  is  int'^-r est ing'  that 
of  those  with  incorri'-  s  of  /6,  ':-00  6nd  more,   over  a,  fourth  J  aunder  their 
dresses  and  Jiandke  r  c  h  i  e  f  s  and  over  half  b.[!eir  no  si  cry  and  unde-w/ear.  How- 
ever,  the  proportion  of  those  wfo  launder  their  housenold  articles  tnemselves 
is  low.    Does  tni  s  ^.-ean  tfat  with  the  wearin,::  of  silk  and  ray  on  laundering 
of  articles  oi  cloth  in..,  is  comiri^c  to  be  ,iust  a  .part  of  t'-.e  day's  ,ico  and  not 
of  the  week's  wash?  ,  ■ 
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